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DETAILED ACTION 

Acknowledgements 

1 . Claims 1 and 2 are pending. 

2. Claims 1 and 2 have been examined. 

3. This Office action is given Paper No. 20081 007 for reference purposes only. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

4. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the server units" in line 4, "the bank's processing 
center" in line 6, "the bank's issued card database" in line 8, "the user" in line 1 1 , "the 
card's details" in line 18, and "the user registration details" in line 21 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 2 is also rejected as it depends on claim 1 . 
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5. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap between the 
steps. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted steps are: Steps describing the method of 
the invention. Due to the wording of the language used in the claim, it is unclear what 
method steps are claimed. The only positively recited step apparent in the claim is 
"establishing a protected link by a proxy". 

Claim 2 is also rejected as it depends on claim 1 . 

6. Claim 1 recites "establishing a protected link by a proxy between a user 
registration control bank server (UR) via the bank's processing center with respective 
remote banking or financial user card serving terminals (UCST), link of the bank's 
issued card database server (BICD) with the bank's processing center, and between the 
user registration control bank server (UR) and at least one of the server units...". It is 
unclear how the various components used in the method are connected, i.e. which 
components are parts of the proxy and which components are external to and 
connected to the proxy. 

7. Claim 1 further recites "after registration the user gets..." and "wherein the user is 
registered". Claim 2 recites "a card detail verification of a user. ..is performed... in order 
to register the user". However, it is unclear whether user registration is part of the 
method because while events that have taken place after registration are discussed, 
there is no positively step of "registering a user". An essential purpose of patent 
examination is to fashion claims that are precise, clear, correct, and unambiguous. Only 
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in this way can uncertainties of claim scope be removed (In re Zletz, 13 USPQ2d 1320 
(Fed. Cir. 1989)). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fieldhouse (US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0037000) in view of Garib (US 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0078351). 

10. Regarding claim 1 , Fieldhouse discloses a method for user registration with a 
proxy for further work with a server unit comprising establishing a link by a proxy (Figure 
1, bank computer system 11; Paragraph 10) between bank computer (Figure 1, bank 
computer 14; Paragraph 10) and a remote banking or financial user card serving 
terminal (Figure 1, ATM 12; Paragraph 10) via the bank's processing center; and 
establishing a link between the bank computer and at least one server unit (Figure 1, 
telecommunications gateway server 16; Paragraph 10); wherein a user registers 
(Paragraphs 22-24) and receives a notification indicating successful registration at a 
remote banking or financial user card serving terminal (Paragraphs 25-27), the details of 
the user's card are verified using a bank's computers (Paragraph 19), and the user 
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registration control bank server transmits the user's details to the respective server unit 
(Paragraph 22). 

Fieldhouse does not specifically disclose that the bank computer comprises a 
separate processing center, a user registration control bank server, and a bank's issued 
card database. Fieldhouse further does not specifically disclose that the user receives a 
set of code symbols at the ATM. 

Garib discloses providing a user with a password at an ATM (Paragraph 42). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Fieldhouse to include the capability of providing a 
password to a user at an ATM as disclosed in Garib in order to allow a user/account 
holder to be able to receive encrypted statements from the account provider (Garib, 
Paragraphs 39, 45-46, and 50). Further, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to separate the functionality of a bank's computer 
system into a seperate processing center, a user registration control bank server, and a 
bank's issued card database as it has been held that constructing a formerly integral 
structure in various elements involves only routine skill in the art {In re Dulberg, 129 
USPQ 348, (CCPA1961)). 

1 1 . Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fieldhouse in view of Garib, in further view of Miyazaki, et al. (US Patent Application 
Publication No. 2001/0037300, hereinafter "Miyazaki"). 

12. Regarding claim 2, Fieldhouse discloses that the details of the user's card are 
verified using a bank's computers (Paragraph 19). Fieldhouse in view of Garib does not 
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specifically disclose verifying the card details of a user whose card has been issued by 
another bank using the other bank's issued card database server in order to register the 
user. 

Miyazaki discloses the capability of one ATM to serve customers of multiple 
banks by identifying the user' bank based on the user's account information, forwarding 
transaction messages directly to the appropriate bank and receiving a response from 
that bank (Paragraphs 10-11, 14). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the system of Fieldhouse in view of Garib to include 
providing a single ATM the ability to service customers from multiple banks by 
communicating directly with the respective banks' computer systems as disclosed in 
Miyazaki in order to allow customers access to more ATMs without having to pay a 
service charge (Miyazaki, Paragraph 4) and to allow customers to use their own bank's 
menu interface when using an ATM of another bank (Miyazaki, Paragraph 9). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MOHAMMAD NILFOROUSH whose telephone number 
is (571)270-5298. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8 am - 
5 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Calvin Hewitt can be reached on (571 )272-6709. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/M. N./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3685 
/Calvin L Hewitt II/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3685 



